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DIAGNOSIS OF ACUTE POSTPARTUM ENDOMETRITIS IN COWS BY 
BENEDICT’S REAGENT 
The article presents data on the rapid diagnosis of acute postpartum endometritis 
in cows by Benedict's reagent, prepared from sodium citrate, sodium carbonate and 
copper sulphate, which was added lochia or exudates. 
Change the color by Benedict's Reagent by adding lochia to green or green-blue, 
appearance precipitate, clot that  destroy with shaking and turbidity of the solution 
indicated the presence of postpartum endometritis. 
Use of Benedict's reagent for the diagnosis of inflammation of the uterus in cows 
after calving produces fast and accurate results (90 95%) and is available for use in 
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dairy farms. In addition, enables effectively determine the period and completion of 
treatment postpartum endometritis. 
Key words: cows, lochia, diagnosis, postpartum endometritis, Benedict's reagent. 
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